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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 18 years. 

Display Conditions: 

Nil. 

Descriptive Note: 

Explicit portrayal of sexual conduct including use of menstrual blood. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: 02 September 2004 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

Section 3(1) of Films, Videos and Publications Classification Act 1993 (the Act) 

The Board considers, pursuant to section 3(1) of the Act, that the publication passes 
through the “gateways" of sex and violence, in that it “ describes, depicts, or expresses, 
or otherwise deals with" matters of sex and a lesser number of violence, in such a 
manner that the unrestricted availability of the publication is likely to be “injurious to the 
public good’. 

The Board finds the unrestricted availability of “Anatomy of Helt' to be objectionable in 
terms of section 3(1) in that the scenes involving sex are extensive, suggestive, and 
occasionally graphic. In respect to violence, there are three major incidents of 
violence. The first is when the woman slashes her wrists with a razor blade. The 
second is the dream sequence, showing the woman cutting her throat with a razor 
blade. The third violent scene is when the woman is pushed or falls off the cliff, 
presumably to her death. 

Section 3(1) requires the “ gateway’’ matters to be either “described, depicted or 
expressed or otherwise dealt with". The Board finds that there are numerous 
depictions, descriptions or expressions of “ gateway” matters of sex and some of 
violence, which are of sufficient magnitude to be likely to be “injurious to the public 
good’ unless restricted to an adult viewing audience. 
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Section 3(2) 

The Board finds the threshold in section 3(1) of the Act has been met. It must then 
consider whether the activities in section 3(2)(a) to (f) of the Act exist in the publication. 
The Board must then consider whether the publication “promotes or supports or tends 
to promote or support’ those activities. The phrases “promotes or supports or tends to 
promote or support’ are not defined in the Act. 


Section 3(2)(a) 

The Board considered section 3(2)(a) of the Act as to whether “Anatomy of Hell’ 
exploited children for sexual purposes. 

All parties make submissions in respect to the scene of children playing “doctors”, and 
the exposure of the young girl’s genitalia. The scene was a brief wide shot of a young 
girl’s body from the waist down. It is alleged that the child is a mannequin, rather than 
a live model, but that has no effect on the Board’s decision, the perception is of a live 
model. 

The Board finds that the scene involving the children showed childhood exploration of 
sexual activity, rather than exploitation of children for sexual purposes. There was an 
element of curiosity for all of the children, and it was a flashback for the main woman 
character. The boys laughed at the girl’s exposure and this could be seen as the 
source of the woman’s self perception and negative view of men, in her adulthood. 
The shot was the childhood version of what the woman later paid for when she stated 
“watch me when I am unwatchable”. The story of “Anatomy of Hell' tells of the 
consequences of that childhood behaviour. The Board notes that there were no adults 
involved in the scene, but accepts the scene is for an adult viewing audience. 

The Board finds that the scene concerned was a depiction of nudity, with implied 
sexual activity when a spectacle arm was impliedly inserted in the girl’s vagina and 
bodily fluid is collected on the spectacle arm. The Board does not, however, find that 
this scene, which is an integral and vital part of the film, “promotes or supports or tends 
to promote or support’ the exploitation of children for sexual purposes. To the 
contrary, the scene provides a warning of the consequences of the children’s sexual 
exploration, at least on the girl. 

Section 3(2)(b) 

Section 3(2)(b) of the Act could be applied to the nude scene with the child, but the 
Board finds there was no indication that this was more than childhood exploration. The 
Board could find nothing in the film to show that there was any coercion by the boys, 
for the girl to be involved in the sexual exploration. 

The Board finds nothing in the scene with the nude child to suggest that there is any 
“ promotion , support , or tendency to promote or support’ sexual activity with or by 
children. It could be interpreted, however, that the sexual activity with the children led 
to the woman’s ultimate demise. 

The Board does not find that section 3(2) of the Act applies to “Anatomy of Hell’. 
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Section 3(3) 

The Board considers in respect to section 3(3) of the Act there are features within 
“Anatomy of Hell' which “describe, depict, or otherwise deal with" the matters in 
sections 3(3)(a)(ii), (iii), (iv) and (v) and (b), (c), and (e). The Board must then consider 
the “extent and degree to which and the manner in which" the film “describes, depicts, 
or otherwise deals with" the factors in section 3(3). 

Section 3(3)(a)(ii) 

In respect to section 3(3)(a)(ii) of the Act, the Board must consider if there is “sexual 
violence or sexual coercion or violence or coercion in association with sexual conduct’. 
The Board accepts that there was a suggestion of menace that something was going 
to happen throughout much of the film. The statement is made “a woman’s body calls 
for mutilation" , the woman invites the man to “watch the unwatchable”, and much of the 
male narrative is a verbal humiliation of the woman. 

There are two instances in the film which may be considered sexual violence. The first 
is when the rake is inserted presumably into one of the woman’s orifices, although it is 
difficult to see which orifice. The woman appears to be asleep during the insertion and 
therefore could not be said to have been coerced into the activity. Violence could be 
implied in the lack of consent by the woman to the insertion by being asleep, but there 
is little to support such an interpretation. 

The woman then appears to wake and take little notice of the rake impliedly inserted in 
her orifice, which reduces the suggestion of sexual violence as opposed to sexual 
conduct. 

The Board does not find that section 3(3)(a)(ii) applies to the rake scene. 

The other scene of concern was when the man had sexual intercourse with the woman 
while she was apparently asleep. The intercourse could not have been with her 
consent if she was asleep but, in similar fashion to the rake incident, there was no 
adverse reaction by the woman upon waking. 

The Board does not find that section 3(3)(a)(ii) of the Act applies to the scene involving 
sexual intercourse while the woman apparently sleeps. 

Section 3(3)(a)(iii) 

The Board considered to section 3(3)(a)(iii) of the Act, being sexual or physical 
conduct of a “degrading, dehumanising, or demeaning" nature. The phrases 
“degrading, dehumanising or demeaning’ are not defined within the Act. The Board 
has applied the Concise Oxford Dictionary definitions to the three terms as follows: 

“Demean - Lower the dignity of’. 

“Degrade - To bring into dishonour or contempt’. 

“Dehumanise - Divest of human characteristics; make impersonal or machine¬ 
like". 

There are a number of incidents within “Anatomy of Hell' which come within the 
section 3(3)(a)(iii). Of a “demeaning, degrading and dehumanising’ nature is the 
incident where the man uses lipstick to draw a parallel of the lips around the woman’s 
genitals and then smears the lipstick on her lips. 
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The rake incident was “demeaning, degrading and dehumanising ”, the woman was 
simply a “stake-holder 1 ’. The woman was totally indifferent to discovering the insertion, 
except for some indication of discomfort when she initially awoke. The “extent and 
degree ” of the rake scene where it was strongly implied as being inserted in an orifice 
and, although not as visual as the lipstick scene, was more shocking because of the 
intrusion into the orifice. 

The incident with the tampon was part of the purity versus impurity argument. The 
woman speaks of menstrual blood coming from no wound. The scene is likely to be 
offensive to many people, irrespective of gender or ethnicity. 

During the menstruation scene the woman asks “did I lose my dignity". When the man 
was covered in blood it was degrading for him as a misogynist. 

There was also much sexual conduct which could be seen by some as degrading. The 
sexual activity although consensual, had a context including a religious one. There is 
an earlier focus shot on a crucifix on the bedroom wall. The Board found that much of 
the film was capable of different interpretations. The use to which the tampon was put 
in the glass of water and shared between the participants had a strong religious 
connotation, especially with a prior shot of a crucifix, but could be interpreted as simply 
sexual. 

In respect to the scene with the rake, the “extent and degree and manner in which" that 
scene was portrayed was graphic, and made even more so by the woman’s apparent 
lack of reaction. The scenes involving the tampon and menstrual blood were relatively 
lengthy and explicit. The drinking of the blood was “on screen", as was the man 
masturbating while covered in menstrual blood. The Board considered such scenes 
were only suitable for adult audiences, and that a warning was appropriate to potential 
viewers of the content. 

Section 3(3)(a)(iv) 

In respect to section 3(3)(a)(iv) of the Act, “sexual conduct with or by children", the 
Board finds the sexual conduct by children was portrayed more as sexual exploration, 
rather than sexual exploitation. The Society however urges the Board to “ban anything 
that depicts child nudity - have a zero tolerance". 

The Board finds that the wide-angle static shot with the child’s legs sufficiently apart to 
reveal her genitalia was brief. There was a depiction of the arm of the glasses which is 
impliedly inserted into the child’s vagina and vaginal fluid retained on the arm of the 
glasses. This childhood scene is a pivotal scene for the film and is in context. It is the 
basis for the film in that it is replayed in the woman’s adult sexual relationship with the 
nameless gay man. It also forms the basis for the woman’s perception of herself, and 
her psychological state during her adulthood. 

The Board therefore finds that the “extent and degree ” is limited and the manner in 
which the scene is undertaken is in context. 

Section 3(3)(a)(v) 

The Board also considered section 3(3)(a)(v) of the Act and found that it had limited 
application. Sexual satisfaction was secondary to the psychological satisfaction which 
was being sought, particularly by the woman. 
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Section 3(3)(b) 


Section 3(3)(b) of the Act applies to exploitation of the nudity of children. The Board 
repeats its earlier analysis that the one shot of a nude child was a wide shot, with 
limited exposure, and was an important scene to the film. The “extent and degree ” of 
this scene was limited, and the manner in which it was portrayed was in keeping with 
its purpose in the film, as earlier outlined in this decision. 

Section 3(3)(c) 

The Board is required to consider section 3(3)(c) which addresses “ degrading, 
dehumanising or demeaning’ any person. The Board has outlined earlier in this 
decision, various instances in the film when this has occurred, and the “extent and 
degree to which and manner in which" the publication addresses these issues is 
significant. 

Section 3(3)(e) 

In respect to Section 3(3)(e) the Board does not find that “Anatomy of Hell' represents 
members of any particular class of the public as inherently inferior. 

Section 3(4) 

Section 3(4)(a) 

Pursuant to section 3(4)(a) of the Act, the dominant effect of “Anatomy of Helf’ is a 
slow paced, bleak, menacing, black nihilistic and depressing film, with no resolution for 
either of the main parties. 


Section 3(4)(b) 


In respect of section 3(4)(b) of the Act to the impact of the film is a French language 
film, with sub-titles in English. It is slow moving and dreary but has a known feminist 
director. It is a film which will have some impact. 

Section 3(4)(c) 

In respect to the character of the publication and merit therein pursuant to section 
3(4)(c) of the Act, it is an art-house film, with a social commentary on attitudes towards 
and by women. It has some literary and educational merit in its social commentary. 

Section 3(4)(d) 


Pursuant to section 3(4)(d) of the Act, the persons, classes or age groups that the film 
is likely to have appeal to are those with an interest in films with a feminist approach. 
The film will have some educational impact accordingly. 
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Section 3(4)(e) 

In respect of section 3(4)(e) of the Act, the purpose for which the publication is 
intended to be used is for entertainment and social commentary. It does question 
deep-seated, prevailing attitudes towards women’s bodies and functions. 

Section 3(4)(f) 

In respect of section 3(4)(f) of the Act, any other relevant circumstances, it is accepted 
that the film could be released on video or DVD for sale or hire. The Society’s concern 
is that in non-theatrical use there is more possibility of electronic manipulation of the 
publication for the purposes of titiNation. 

The Board cannot control the private use of DVD and video but does not see “Anatomy 
of Hell’ as having sufficient action to appeal to a large percentage of potential viewers. 
For those who have an interest in the sexual or violent scenes only, “Anatomy of Hell” 
is not in the range of much more fast moving films available. 

Excisions 

The Board considered each of the proposed excisions in turn and holds that each 
scene is an important part of the film, which would reduce the sense of the film to a 
large degree, if the scenes were excised. As previously discussed, if the child nudity 
scene was removed it would remove the reason for the woman’s later behaviour. The 
rake scene is presumably the symbolism for the title of the film “Anatomy of Hell’, 
being a symbol of the devil’s pitchfork. The scene is portrayed so that it is implied that 
the rake is inserted in one of the woman’s orifices. In respect to the tampon and 
menstrual blood scenes, they show how far the characters are spiralling downwards 
towards the woman’s ultimate demise. They are also strong depictions of the 
prevailing attitudes towards women’s bodies and functions. 

It is the Board’s view that if any of the excisions sought by the Society were made, it 
would reduce the overall purpose and effect of the film to such a degree as to change 
the publication significantly. 


Bill of Rights Act 

The Board finds that the decision it has made is the least restrictive available to it, in 
accordance with the considerations it must have regard to under the various sections 
of the Act and the Bill of Rights Act. 

The Age Restriction 

It is the Board’s opinion that restriction of viewing by persons under 18 years is justified 
due to society’s wish to protect children and young persons from likely injury, yet 
providing the minimum interference with the rights under the Bill of Rights Act. 

It is the Board’s expert opinion, that because of the extent and nature of the activities 
in section 3(1) of the Act in “Anatomy of Hell’ and the way they are presented, it “is 
likely to be injurious to the public good” if the publication is not restricted to those aged 
18 years or over. 
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Differing Media 


In making its decision the Board has considered the differing media “Anatomy of He!!' 
could potentially be released under, including film, video and DVD, for sale or hire. 
The release of the publication in video or DVD format is an area of significant concern 
to the Society. 


OFLCNo: 401365 
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